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When ‘^iia ■‘^sar and ^ had a clian:;e to speak briefly yesterday evening and I told him 
d forDied a gor.d opinion of ‘^emeriiy Gunn and 0 / you his response was tctell me that you 
believe '^.at I liad bombed you* 

Tliat did surprise me. The only direct com ,unicatjti?n we liave had was when you and *^er- 

r were here_;| Kotldng tliat could be interpreted tliat way then happened. Then I wondered 
the letter not written to me byy|arvrell to whom Jnhad written could liave been written 
by you. But as I remembered It tliat letter was signed w by a woman named ^ullivan* All 
ti'iat i could tliinlc of eliminated all other possibilities but one, that it v/as you who 
chose which of those I de;;.cribed as nuts, paranoids and those with other emotional pro- 
lems, self-seekers and thuse wilii^ boolo/to promote or seeing self -promotion for other 
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i3ason and who are certifiable subje^TI^natter ignoramuses, which includes most of 
lose wl:(^ testifed, and those that believe the board will do notliing if it does only 
at it is cliarged to do, see to the public disclosure of existing records. 

if tills is the reality, JE" have no apologies to make for anything I said, 1 am aware 
lat the board is to hear what the people viant it to knov; but I am not aware that tliis 
equires it to give a forum to all or that It is prevented from asking for the submission 
f written statements. - (f'm 

I can tliiW'k of no reason to change or modify a single thing I said and I 8Un not un- 
illing to name names, although avoided tliat, ' 

If you or anyone else believes 1 was oifr ended by the letter ^u^ivan wrote for 
ell, that is true but that was minor compared with how I felt abpit what it reflected 



df tlie board and how it interprets its mandate and is undertaking to meet it. 

That Harwell had time for all this strange assortment of those who could only further 
;irejudice any prejudiced members of tlie board and not liave the time to reflect any consi- 
deratuon of wiiat I’d taken the time to wrote hits for the board also was not encouraging 
the belief tliat the board is determined to meet its mandate ^ to do tliat with the 
ihi-gor, determination and means required, 

’ vtD 

It is now fiv<? months since I firslArote the board, It^had not disclosed any 

Eiddress for itself. As a result I addressed the wrong member of the b^ord c/o the 

Rational Archives. I had the wi-ong name because of those you gave public attention to sent 
e. 

mailing with the wrong name of the board member who liad adddressed hiim and others the 
iboath before then, 

1 had a response from ^''arwell dated December 8, 1994, He thanlced me for the :^or~ 
nation I had provided and assured me the information I^provided "would be very useful" 
hjt only when Board begins the actuay,revlew of records and the search for 







cJdditional documents." I then viondered it he meant that there would be no organizdd 
search for any documents the agencies did not probide voluntarily until after it went 
cv6r those it did provide without compulsion. 



Under tiiat date I reeeived a gf' separate letter from I'^arwell in which he corrected 
for thelrror I y'efer to above long after I liad learned the fact a^d written scknow- 
le(^ng tliatand explaining it. Wbhat sdcomd letter^ ^iondered why he found tliat ndcessary. 



He also aseurij me tiiat all "members of the baord are committed to ensuring the 
Iroadest possible release of records relating to the assassination" and that it "in- 
tends to reach out to members of the research community and make use of the ©dpertise 
tiiat yaiu and others have acquired." 

While I wondered if he iiad the remotest notioi^^ of what most regard’ ^ as "re- 
search" I attributed that to iiis newness in tlieTST” field. He closed by indicating that 
the board would be in touch with me in the near future, 

Neither of these letters waw edit can be regarded as any kind of meaningful response 

board about in ray letter to the ^ong member 



;o wiiat h;\d taken the time to inforra|the 
and with the copies of the letters J liad iirritten the CIA director that weree attached- 
I raised number of matters I regi-ird as serious in those letter to wMch 



<n,t 









(pome and to wliich I have had no meaningful response. One was the use of ^disclose by the 
agencies v/lio do not like my factual and merely unrefuted exposaras" of them to jts&gs 
(lefarae me and to undermine my work. I pointed out then and lateir ^only to have it still 
entirely ignored) that I am old, in impaired liealth, and that until the withheld records, 
contrived to defame me and\^anging from deliberately distorted to entii&ly false were 
(I’isclosed ^ could not invoke my rights under the Privac;^.4c^ to file corrections. 

I v/rpte ^■'■arwell about this again January 20 after learning tiiat records 
my fear liad in fact been disclosed. It is only tl/ree monthls later so perhaps it is 
tpo soon for me to expect ^arwell tc> pay any attention to that. 

On a number of other occasions som-^ of vjhicix did not date I continuei^ to try 
jto be helpful to the baord and sent it some documents. 

During tliis time you an, Jeremy were here, 'fou personilly observed that the physi- 
cal liinitajions f had alrea(iy told the board and I'larwell personally about are quite 

ji. 

real, fou saw tiiat I have trouble moving, tiiat it is difficult for me to use the files 
|in ny office, tiiat must keep my legs up wlien I am not on^ them, am no^o stand still 
:uid cannot safely ude the stairs to our basement where most of ny records are. I told you 
how they are anflnged and you spent what t:..me you vjanted with them_^ alone. Ithink I told 
you you could liave copies of any you might vvant and 1 believe that while you were doing 
tiiat I selected for copying or made copies of them without awaiting your return of some 
records I have accessible in my office. You did get copies of them before you left. 

Their, like -everytlilng I have given the board, is to inform it, to indicate where 




J 



ujridisclosed and relevant records are storei^in tlie sgencies, I was as open as I could 
>k, to6/what time you u;anted, volunteered what I could think of, offered to be tape in 

I 

nything I said jmd as I had|4written, was willing to state everything I said n pHcr oath 

and subject to the penalities of perjuiy. 

you can interpret any of this as bombing you I do not see. But before getting 

t^ who did the bombing and of whom^a little more for context. 

A friend xdio was worldLng in the ^irciiives got me, rather got and sent me a copy of 

wiiat the indfx discloses records on me, I x-rrote the board about that. I Informed it 

tjiat tliere were a great many relevant records not in tliat inc^x and tPiat t here was not 

single one th^ w^ provide t^ by the CIA. As I recall there were six only that origiha- 

5d with the CIA disclosed by other agencies. There xrere other agencies that Iiad such 

Av /ti? St-'M'e, 

icoi’ds tliat did not provide a single page of xESiiV» remember if 1 am to be able to 
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able to 

B proper use of the Privacy Act to tile corrections of the innumerable slanders, lies 
nd intended other defamations o.^ me oxJp/svj work I can do tliat only if the board sees to 
b that all ol' those recoWs are disclosed, not only those silected by the agencies, the 
1 rn particular, are available to be addressed, ^^-^^liis is v/3iat t first informed the board 
fl.ve months ago. They are without any doubt assassination records because of the mis- 
ses made on them by the agencies. 

I asked a student to obtain copies of a few of them for me. X told her to tell 
le xjeople a lr the ^idves when she lia^d tiiem the inde:.:?* pages of wiiich I want^opies 
at the A)t provides for free copies. As of then the boar<j^ had not/^een to it that those 
eople kna^^ that free copies ai-e provided for in the Aeft.^She paid for them and I was 
:mbarrass€d when she refused to accej^t repayment. 

FOIA requires response to requests under it. It is five months since I waj^te the 
A most recently about its withholding' x/hat with^t any questio/J{ at afc/c are assassina- 
on records, vjith copies tke bojird, and X am still without response. Or even acknow- 
dgement.If the board has made any effort to dee te the release of tiiose records many 
x?hich I ixiformed it about it has kept that secret from me, , ^ 

/itUs-uDj2,V[ 

■‘^jjially, afiter four months, without taking the time for doing it himsei^>-li^liad 
iillivan write me. I can only wonder hoxv she could iia.ve asked of me all she did kno-wing 
1 x 11 well if hhe iiad paid any attention at all to wlxat 1 had told the board repeatedly 
out my limitations from the simply enormous amount of work ilig. asked of me in the namp. 

that man who is too bysy except for seeing to it that the attention he gets the nuts 
idermines xdiat the public?^ an know aboutjXhose who^eek the disclosure of .'issassination 
ecords, iti each and every instance I prox/ided the board x^ith more than enough infer— 
tion to describe^ those withheld records and to simple^'‘sk for them, VJhich, obxd.ously, 
jis too simpie for the board to tliink of or too foi’eign to its concept of hott' with the 
rjaited time it has it can get assassination records released in full, its mandate. 
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I failed to date lay response to the SjfLlivart-foi^^'^arvrell letter of ^■‘arch 9 but 
t was delayed only sligtly. Only a month loaving elapsed ^'^arviell iias not had time to 
espond. does not intend to» I'iaybe Sullivan is also too busy finding ways of asking 
therd- what the board is supposed to do, not private citizens for it* 

■illustrative of the Sullivan/l'iarwell approach to respons is their 6. which says 
lat i only "su^igested" that tivere ar^fords witMidfi.d that J need to be able to use 
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L6 Privacy Act. I did more, than merely "suggest" tliis. fhen I was told that "No 



lechanism is provided in our legislation providing comment be on or for sypple- 

:iinting inform8,tion contained in records that are part of the collection," 

Wliat recess of wliat great mind that came fros.iiX can't even guess because ^neither 
laid not" suggested any such tiiigg. % unly recousse, obviously, is the /^chives, ptJssibly 
ith copie;rg^o the agencies, But in tliis Sglli-Kan ami I'ianfell perhaps achieved their^ 
gh point. 

Their 1 I "suggest/^' w^ch is not at all wliat I did, that "the CIA Office of 
’^curity opened t^ files on me," I was then asked for "file numebrs, dates opened or 
ly documentary evidsnee tlxere is fhat there are such files," I had already provided all 
could viith the exception of a copy of the disilosed CJk record reflecting that I am 
itMn two such files, tlie record that was witldield from the CIA's genral counsel in 
LVor of an inadequate and dece]>tive response of wiiich have since provided ^ou with a 
py. And how anyone ■with any knowledge of CIA disclosures could even dream tl'iat it 
sclosed its file numbers; or tiie dates on wliicli it established files I can^ imagine, 
never did the^e tilings. 

But if the board had the slightest idea lioi; to function or slightest intention 
. having those records to wiiich I referred disclosed, was anything more required of it 
jian picldiig up the phone and asking the Cli^J (l have since privided that reforc^, to^ 
along ■;?ith as 1 retail afevj others. Ho acknoviledgemen’t^of I'eceiptJ^ 

When I could not liave been any more explicit in telling the board that the ■indev 



ijjieck i liud disci oseytljat tlie itself had not trans^rred a single record I was 



:ed 



' i/ 

exactly wiiich part ofiry correspondence" -with the CIA has and has not been already 
yVt to die toc’iives^! Wot a single ].iage^ wiiich jT told the board, citing my source, is 
■ot fully informing it? Can what j- wrote liave been read at all? 

"n 3,, -.'hich merely sneaks up to i!he remote edge of wliat J told the board, I was 
•sked for "documentary evidence" of the -‘^'raeger publ|slD.nt company's "tie?l with "the 
;i>verninent." I ted told the board tliat tills was disclosed by the Church commi'^^'^^d ha d 
b<^ published in the papers dn<^ in a book I identified, V/liat more is required? Wot that 
ire also 3-0U could not liave asked the C I A'' > 

T - • ~J I f 

In 4* 1 am again asked for wiiat shoiild be rea$i£y avaitele to you from the Justice 
lartment, "records regarding j;/ij|r"FOIA appeals," I was then asked for a list of them. 
V/here you wex'e here I told you and *^eremy where they are in th^«tti^ment, "^f you 










OTen 



mem 



til- 



glanced at tile file cabinet to wMch I directed you you know tliat it is filled with 
, three file dawers stuffed with them, /md at 82 and inf<>rm and unable to use the 
tairs, all specific and repeated in what wrote, I m asked to make a list of them for 
ouV (plural) I believe tliat when J rei'er'ced you and Jeremy to them J told you tliey were 
liat extensivd, detailed and docuuented at tlie expressed desire of the then appeals of- 
cdr Tdio sai^ he was a "loistory buff" and wanted the record for lii^tory to be as 
’bll as possible. 



or 



those 



1 ' elating to the witiilaolding of JPK assassination records are . in a separate file 

L • 

s^binet. Adi tln^^ stul'xed drawer of them relate viith the witliholding of JPK assassination 
brmatioiZ^-^hou/d you not therefore want all of those ap;^ls and all tlie documentation 
ittche<| tc> them transferred to thh Arcliives? 8 q wht/ aske me for what it was impossible 
'or me to provide and extremely burdensome for anyone ^to provgde^ 
v; anted was their disclosure? 
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hy did the b ..ord viant only a list of tliemi ^ould it not have asked the FBI an<y 
BJ for^ copies of them? V/ldle in 4. these are ixif erred to only as my "FOIA appeals'* 




when wtiat 



X tliinlc tills is enough other tlian what i take ti? be criticiaa in theAr concluding 
lathgraph, "It is always helpful when such requests are~^^ecsie precise, documented and 
dear," Then, ?The clearer your requests are, the "^sier it will be to respond," Tills 
'3cause you "would like very much like to be helpful to you,‘* "meaning me. The board's 

•i 

cord on this and that letter in particuler reflect the. exact opposite. 

The major point I made is tliat there is a iiriraa facie case that the CIA interfered 
Lth my being published on the assassination and violated my first-amendment rights in 
violating the limitations jilaced upon it by its cliarter, I spelled this out in some 
itail.I included that I took a deal for ancillary rights to the Bittauer & Vlilkinson 
terary agency wMch liked the book an then killed that deal, wliile offering to rep- 
'jasent me and tae book in Eogland, I told the board tiiat this ooincided with the time 
:iat CIA officer B, Howard Hunt used that office as his secret cover office. When it 
'^s possibke for me I liad'^I^^^Iiat the board could have done more easily, £i(earch of 
m source^^^tiiat bein^ Hunt's cover address w^il6 he was in the CM. The copies of tlxose 
isntries I^sent the board, again without any <|cknoaledgement, were obtained for me from 
loci(l library, Wiiich does not begin to h;.\ve the resources of the ^brary of Congress* 





also inlorned the board that there was a disclosed CIA foundation,/'6ttauer Pounda- 
non, like the liter^jr.!^ agency, in Hew York. I am. certain I also told the hoard that as 
learned at the time of the Vfatergate scaiidals, Max ''^ilkinson, my supposed agent, was 

understand tliat you have learned tl^at ^Wt was part of tlie CIA's assassi- 
ilion campaign to use its assets to negate and undermine the work ^ those of us who did 
<j)t support the official assassination E^rthology, 

I believe gave tlie board additional relevant information (Zbout tlii^ and about '^unt. 
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knovj I told the boErd wiiat i had been told^fi^lnterferences with my being published 
in England and in ^ermany, oi’ tiio interferences with my mail relating to that, all 'With 
names* Tloat was vjhen the Cla's disclosed record state tliat it had ordered some of its 
0 

board, the t^hurch committee exposed the fact tliat the EBI was intercgp^kng foreign mail 
for and delivering it to the CIA* I am certain to2^ the board that I had a cable from 
H' 



iiy 







agent in London reporting tliat all my mial for about two months was delivered the day 

. - 

he sent that cable* I fl;m likev^'ise certain that I told the board that the letters the 

-f 

erman publisher who wanted to do WMtewash telling me that never reached me and that 
■?hen as a result the manuscript was malted hack to me it never reached me* 

none of this is even referred to in that Sullivan^''iarwell letter that tells 

I , ^ , « •' I 

mjqhow veey much they want to help me. In vjhat is described as a response to xihat I x^rote* 
^ou are an information officer. Can you think of any request you, meaning the board, 
dould liave made of the CIA tliat would signal it more t^i^f tSal ^you are very serious about 
ilts compliance with the law? ^^hich is not one of its strong points? Or that 

a[f ter what I xvirots Vfoolsey te/Lls it more clearly tliat you are not all tliat. serious when 
ou are silent about it? Or Mfuyln>o JffUt . 

With tliis record, the iiriiDediate.ly above in particular, and yj>u tell me you want 
ven^ituch to help mo, how would you take that if our positions were revereed? 

•*hen ^ took all the time I did tp help.''YaCTiell axi^ in response he writes me as little 
o|s he did and then turns it over to the Sullban who wrote me in Ms niime as she did, 
ere you in my position hx|o would you take that? > 

When she is so ignorant of what vn^ote Mri^crbetter, so utterly indifferent to it, 
ljow\f)uld you feel if she asked of you wejjit she in marwell's name me.^ 

And then hear from '^im that you believe that jt bombed you ! 

As I said at the beginnigg, the o41y tiling I could think of tliat you could have had 
Jsf mind is thAt persfes you lined up tiiose the hoard heard in its hearings. In cg y.neeti a 
ith wliat fol/iows bear in mind the assurances I was w/ritten tliat all^the board wantj# 

eJit ^ A r 

ull disclosure and ar» allegely impatrial* 

The Btcston Globe's story reports that one of tliose yoq heard in Baston urged you 
"to pursue reports that the windshield of the" ^President's limc^'was sviitched after 
l|ing pierced by a bullet and that Keim.'dy's gi/.nshst wounds viere altered as part of a 
over-up. "If tills does not qualify for wAat I referred t^^s at best nuttines, then this 
s X'lhat the M^'s st£?ry says about those it refers to as "assassination researchers," th^t 



they "suggested sverytMng from looking into the arcMves of the late Hikita , 
■^hruschev to finding out vihether the president's autopsy ...was captured on a tape 
ifecordlng." 

The only "reports" tliat the windsliield both pierced by a bullet and then 
Mtched were made up by those described and treated as "researchers." 
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It took a regally imaginative "researclier" to see tliat you could subpoena fiusslan 
records to be made public as ^nited States records, 

here werij more tlian a dozen people in the J^ethesda'^utopsy room and a ratfeer large 
•uiaber of otlier^in its ampi theater. Not one of them reported any "Imping. As only those 
](io know nothing at all about the establislied fact do not know. 

mping tliis IdLnd of worse tiian trash on t^e meiers of the board who have only a 
ouple of days^of involvement in your work does not con-vi^e them that aUL questions 

"researchers" are really ^ 



out vjitlili^d records are nutty and baseless and tliai" 
razy? 

Witii regard to the board's alleged openmindedness Kdrrait Ijall cojiimented about the 

' IC-el e 1^. 

doubt about "whether dolm Wilkes booth ld.lled President Lincoln." He is then quoted as 






hying, "basicalj.y, the conspiracy theorists will always be able to find questftons to ask 
hat cannot be iminec!iat<?ly answered, " "t^-us he is saying that you have heard from 
conspii’acy theox'ists" only and by ingfierenc-,; that we are all and irresponsible. 



/fiiat lobe story also states, "'Some of the agencies felt they had disclosed' all 



I 



records that they had sahd join ■‘•unwell,,, Kov/ they are finding records theyjifweren't 
airnre tliat th.ey had," 

Both parts are untrue. They reflect how little prejjared Tunwell is to meet his 
ajaligations. The FBI and the CIA in particular were well aware of what they witldield 
afid they are not only now just finding them foi* the first time^ 

^;pen-rninded Hall, according to the asurmice to me, is also the board dxpert on the 
cbnstitution. His concerns in tlmt area do not include tiio violations qf our constitu- 
tion and of my constitutional rights from the record above only, and it is not coDipleJe/ 
The Tulsa World of March 21 quites him as saying, "In the absence of an official record, 
an unofficial record develops. Speculation fills some of the void. ,,,We*re not likely 
0 find t'.at Lee '‘^arvey Oswald ti; 4 is ovJtjof seven gunmen four of whom were on the grassy 
knoll. ... Under the circumstances ifc x/n Mglily unlikely that we will wind up with some- 

• a bungler who got caught," 



body aihsr beii^es Lee Harvey Oswald 

The story adds to this reflection of your ma^fnate and Ms irripartiality with other 
ine impartiality, "Hall said he personally is in general agreeemtnt with ^erald Posner, 
hose recent book, 'Case Closed,* is "'pretty devastating' to conspiracy theories. That 
aid I'm going into this with aix open mind. If we find tliat a memo says tiiat J» Edgar 
Dover ordered iCe.onedy killed we'll put i-^%iere." 

He is so openminded he said tMs a year after the ttuth about both Posner and Ms 
ook vras ava^able in the bookfitores, (I'm^^suming it vias not sent to him to read by the 
taff, J hop-s tMs is not an unjuitified assumption,) TMt he apparently kno"v^notMng 
bout any available contrary information a.;d, in faet, that he had no interest in , 
arning /f there is anti is an eloquent testimony to Ms open-minde^ess* . 

Vjivr- cLt^(/x TPii-h eCt- 7^ crufj-^T^l iiPf' V\M>- ; 
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V/hat he said demeans the job he and the rest you undertook It in fact makes a. 
of it and it ridiculi^ all ^^^at^iave addressed the board in a serijious effort to 
Ip it» Xn fa(X|” ii. makes a jolce of the wfiole thing. It and more raise a serious 
.estion^«j>out vjhethei’ he should have soeght or accepted the responsibilities he assumed 
-d whether oi’ not he sliould continue in them. 

But subject-mattei’ ignoramus tivit ho is I do not know where i«i the hell he gets 
referring to me the way he does in lumping us all together and making so many 
'iased and ill-adv^ed as well as false comments, 

I was sent a letter by a historian who took in ^iall's apijearance on the Carol 
i|.per s’npw on VJSTK.-TV in Columbus, Ohio. T'nf h^-^ian who wrote me said Hall said that 
a great service cotaa be clone if the results confirmed that Oswald did it alone.,., 
pretty much took the llewsvieek line that, yes, 'iTnere was a cover;^, but tliat was not 
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cover up the results, mi^niing tlmt Oswald did it, but for other reasons that liad to 

with security and protecting each ageijcy, etc 'a interest." 

Oh ^|y>l iA 

How '• open-minded" can he be? &nd this is not all I've been told. He's been overheard 
avin/; a hfjarM,g maldjig dQjjrecating rem^ks to abother member of the board consistent 
with these demons triyono of liis mpen-fifesfedahske is impelled to boast on all possible 
pijiblic occasions. 

If tliia is open-mindednes may God protect thc-J nation from bias or prejudice! 

And if tliis is how he reflects our professors of history, especially in the area of 
s rc;ported exijortise or speciality, our constitution, is it not to wonder how our Ms- 
ry is taught and what is in the minds of those sub^^^cted to it? Or ca^ be? 

As I told yc?u aiuf Jej^’ey when you were hei’e, know tliat little time remains for me 



nd 



that I want to lise all of it I can in recording wl)at can of our hdistory l^hich 

liave acquired tke knowledge I liave. I showed you the volume of vHiat J have^*on paper 

T -■ ^ 

recent yejirs, ^t is not small, also told you what I am worlting on that is not com- 

aJ'^ 

ete, wiiat it means to me if iiot^to the country for it to be completed, and tliat I spend 
ery minute I can on it. As I tliink the volume alone reflects, Ther£ is not much, time 
can spend on this work tliat I do not devote to it. 1 do nothing else except wiiat I must. 
]iis lias been true sjmee at least early 1932, when began tliis more recent writing.^et 
iiave tai>^ the time I've tahen in an effort to help the bgjGrd meet its obligations the 
and honest meeting of v.Hich can meanjH uch to tke nation.lt is obvious tliat typing 
■d handv/riting are J^iot easy for me. Hor is it, as you have observed, to have to ke^> my 
el elevated vjlien I am not using them. The amount of time I iiave taken for correspondence 
one in trying to iielp the board is not xn®on^iderable. 



fiai 
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cincl what do iiave in returi^side from ^'-our daying tliat X bombed you! 

Hot a dg^ed tiling other tlian unreasonable requests and insults, T^iat Sullivan/tlar- 
well letter is both. 
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Asj.de from your meeting your obligation to get the f^ll defamatory record relatin^o 
md and all the underlying records liave not refei^d to hut can and have suggested so £ 

,, J ... 'If e-iia 

.ac i ittfiyJielp perfect the record it is your- obligatifion touipoa^eet by using the Privacy 
there is notliing you can do tliat can mean anytliing to me personally* I cannot get 
the archives to look at any disclosed records and because 1 am alone not doing 
'.y theorising those viiiose liie is theoi’izing liave little interest in sending me copies 
disclosed records they get* 

And I liave asked noticing of the board tliat if do its job,^ 

I sec it as bumbling, not naving the siighest notion of how to deal with those 

have suppressed information for tiiree decades and liave developed teeSniques and aimip 

that anti-American record', as unwilling to acc;^t help when it is offered and instead 

makes a public record oi all the assassination nuttiness and irresponsibility, 

^ ...... 

vlng i,he country, the liiedra in particulai’, t«BmLiJ:- io - rcffl ? oooBiativoT--aM tliat there 
notliing else* 

tells me tliat the board is responsible for the i’bl‘s disclosure of CD 1359^ those 
i records relatin# to -olo, the Childs brothers. Big deal tliat! %g deal, too, as the 
t pa^ed it, tliat ^stro sjfid the shooting attribflted to Oswald vfas impossible* The 
regarded tliat as important* But the same Post and every other paper in ,tl 

j-px lAJ 'flAAj-h 

not worth mentioning tliat the best shots in^his country ^under vastly improved 
(jinditio^, could nct's33m^:^dupiiGate the shooting attributed to Oswald. The Coiit- 
ssion published that and I published what the Commission published in 1965* 



in ,the la.»d ^ 



So you tiave 



great acce^lishment to your credit, ^long w/th the disclosuz*e of 



the /l/ame$ of Ihe Cliilds brothers and thepr status as FBI symbol informers-wliich had been 
dj^ closed at least 1 5 years ago,^ 

Of all you could have asked the FBI to disclose this is the most iiaportant matter^ 
If I remember coriTectly trie bjford was so iiaprossed it issued a1^ statement 
aisirig the FBI for ail.SGlosing it! The same FJsf that lias withheld it improperly for 
ai^J- the time time it did, at least 15 yetirs if not more* 

by doe,-; this tell the FBI hov; deter 'ined Jou reali^ are to see to full disclosure^! 
Especially when it kiiovis very well wliat you liave displayed no interest in* I do not 
|ke your tx^a or mint’ for ticking any of tliat off but it is quite a bit of information, 
Ti.ds calls for no response from you. ^laess, of course, you w;int to^But in - hh-i 
.bout it after '*im told me you feel tliat ± bombed you I decided to make ^ 



:o a record o: 

■./ithoufc sorae meaningful demonstration of tliu board's real interest in meeting the 
ligation it (collectively) undertook plan to write you no further* I stand prepared 

j <-f- 'W/ 

td moej the promsies made but from the recoift thus far fff^s all been a waste of the i 



ijtTle time I liavt|j^er-ae. If there are questions I can ansvier I'll answer them. But from 
.rwell on my letters to liall and Ills boasted of "open— mindedness"it does seem to be a 
al waste of my time on those idio are not pr|ared to do wliat is required from them to 
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iblig ^tions all accepted if did not seek. 

S?> I will volunteer no more. 

I guess t should add xn fa^i fairncs-^to the board and to myself that I am really 
iliBgufeted by all o£ tide. 

E^|the lilces of tliat s subjecf^HBatter ignoramus Hall pontificating, deprecating, 
insulting, missing no opportuidty to record Ids biases he refers to as hpe/jAidndedness, 

I 

alnd by th.; fact tint he as a professional Irritriari believejme prepared Idmself for the 
bligations he undertook by reading the most deliberfitely Qislionest and wrong-headed 
cf all the sycophardtc literat^^^d accepting tliat as his bible a year after the truth 
%s iiY the bookstores, 

%>■ the board's C-oading its^f aiid its record up with all tlie nuttinesd and irres- 

^cnsibility pos:;ible ( vddch puts it ii^ position after it ends its work to boast that 

it l^teried to all who vranted to be heaxd) wMle d ing nothing about viable leads to 

xisting assassination ini'ormation and instead of using that information refused t',-' do 
-<7vtiuCe 

liat and insteadfiiy^unreasonable demands of me, regardless of my limitations, and at that 

gnoz’ed wliat could mc?an something and if done in a tiiiiely manner could liave established 

■-in the agencies tliat have pra^tise^ suppression foi’ all these years, including by 

(jiiiarged and unrefuted perjurj^ its seriousness of intent, 

Ry tlie infers of the bojffd making /^o effort to learn vrhat they must know to be 
4 

able to meet the responsibilities tliey assumed, Other than by^readin^ the worst trash 
on the assassination by ilall who" %eE~ then regared it as the only and the very last word, 

(b. tills, for y ;ur inofuu-ation, I referred to Posner as a shyster who cannot tell the truth 
^.ven by accid nt. He then proved that by pretending to respond in his paperback re- 
jirint to wiiat I published about liira, Wiiich is ever so much less tlian wrote about liim, 
Ulia-^h'; adtuall'^did i£ prove me riglit all over again. The pinly pr^«t ended response he 

in sayj.ng tliat with Case Open I liad f jjially fo-und commercial publication. It was 
my 12th or 15th. A.s he know, also inserted a il^ng and less than fully honest footiiote 
to relieve wliat i exposed, Ms cribbing the work of failure Analysis and representing that 
ft Was done for liim. Hall’s unquestionable authority indeedl 

I hop-H it is possible for the board to do what it is supposed to do. I do not expect 
tliat. And I do hope I am icrong in tliis. But I tMnk I aEi not. Oh, theia will be a gev; things, 
nice CD 1 559 and the CIA dislosing all it did under the Mstorical-records program it ^ 
ignored for all those years, and thus avoiding the indexing required by the Act, 

^ / ^cLtAfht 

kliyis is not by any moans t(li. There is what J gave the boardjj^^ffitjof of repetitious 
jperaury about the Preoident’s autopsy. But it will liave to be enou^. 

Sincerely, 



n. 



arold Eeisberg 
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In reading and correcting this 4 /II it seejns apparent to me tliat whatever may have 
bben in £iny hoard or board employee mind in scheduling all this public attention to 
rrationalities, particularly after tlie board's first experience with it, if <Tould not 
ve done more to tell the country that all those interested in the JFK assassination 
^d its investigations are crazy. 

C 

For could it have done more to cover up the improper ageny withholdings for 50 

A 

■jejirs. And its correspondence with me reflects no serious intention of doing anything 
■jbout. 

i/hataver was in anybody's mind, the net effect of the board's giving all the public 
ttention it did to all the irresponsibles , the ignoramuses, the certifiable mAr» ta1 
ases and the self- seekers was propaganda for the errant agencies whose lawlessness 
as the direct cause of the creation of the board tliat was to correct tJiat* 

It is obvious tiiat liall ^^as not in a position to know whethere or not there was an 
jafficial coverup of the results, hwjSbver he may have meant it. It is also obvious 
iat there was precisely tliat and I liavo given the board the proff of this. Included in 
aat 1 gave the board- is proof of perjury to effect that coverup. I iiave told the board 
- coming publication of official proof of additional perjury to make possible the 
jDverup Hall, sublime in Ids ignorance, said tliere was not. When saying anything ■f- 

pat prostituted hj.s function.I regal’d tlds as outi’ageous. 

I feel tlds deeply. mince no words. And if necessary I am quite prepared to add 
iipch to this. 

,1 am aware tliat those who ai’e considraey theorizers liave long placed great import- 



de on disclosure of GDI 359, But the board's judgement in getting tliat disclosed ratlier 
:|ian other witlilield I'BI recon4sP^part of what I mean by its lack of seriousness in what 
Is doing and how it is doing it. C)ff the top of the head, of all the FBI has and 
s not disclosed as one example. Cl) I 359 holds information more impottant than the FBI's 
ocking the chaii’man's appointment of Ids own prefeinice as Commission general counsel? 
nan its records relating to its "adversarial" relationsidp viith the Commission? Tloan its 
^reparation of "dossiers” on the Ilembers of the Conmdssion? Than oirj^ its staff when appinted 
id. again when the iteport was issued' Tlian its pi’eparation of "sex dossiers" on the critics? 
'hfin disclosure of the tape it lias of at least one Oswald phone call to the US»di embassy? 
Mch the CIA claims was destroyed with all of theni,)TIian the transcript of that call? 
all its VJarrem '-^omrdssion files other tlian its "liaison" file? ( I identified at least 
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0, 

oho other 



f lel 



I ComiQission file in one /d' thoe ignored appeals, by its file nuiiber. The 
-4 ....... , ’ . 4^ 

exd uxixces iiave companion Ixlesn^rf" other numbex^J Tkan its undisclosed records on tiie 



.’^tening note Oswald left at the Dallas office sevdral weeks before the assassination 
ahd of HQ's ordering it destroyed as soon as Oswald vas icUled? With thought I could come 
U]3 rt'ith more. The point JT am iiiakxng Is of moi’!,- tlian the judgement represented, value judge— 
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mejit* It reflect the total lack of preparation to make value judgemants or^'iy organized 

effort to be in a position to make them. Of ai\y plann5.ng to be iaifortned about tlie *stab- 

■» 

li^hed fact rather than wliat in public it always refers to, “conspiracy theories," That 
. its getting UD1559 disclosed |an be interpreted as an intent to make a decord if can 
.-^er cite to cliaiii it fulfilled its obligations when in fact it did not and iirj. the 
ence of any proper preparation it can be alleged did not intend to at the outset. 
Wijt^ess in addition Hall's repeated public statements that are so prejudicial and 
reflect ignorance. 

I informed the boEurd about just about all of the above and my knowledge of them 
cokes fi’om the FBI's own 'I'ccords. 

ioM are as-Jare of all the FOI/e lawsuits I filed and tliat iii them I made myself sub- 
3t to the penalties of perjury in alleging both perjury by the FBI to withliold records 
Identified and provided FBI records proving tliat those tEithheld records existed. Obtaining 
is inl'ormation froJui^the BJ , the FBI, the co^rt records ortfroiMme was less jjHlprtant 
;ki being told to look for the nonexisting limo windsliield? Or the nonexisting autopsy 
pe : Or the existing and v/itJilield autopsy|aotes are not woi’th seeking? Wlien they also 
fe the subject of perjury and of its suborning? 

I gave tlie board or informed it about the proof that Oswald had a i»igh security 
eai-ance in the ^'^ines. Has the board i;akeri any steps to get all such records disclosed 
ong with all the recox’ds of the oill Oswald investigations - of any and all its Osi^ald 
3ords? These are less important tliat CD 1559? 

I believe tlia': noticing was known oi‘ the contend of CD 1559 befort; its disclosure, 
ether or not liis is so, tliat is more important that for example the CIA's interferences 
th publication abou'b the assassination for one example of many? Or of its illegal acti- 
ties relating to the assassination? 

A 

1 could enlf^e on this but there is no need to. 

But I do ask a question. 

Instead of r^r-ely phoninp; the CIA and asking it for the records the existence of which 

kss^ed you -i- liadfy^ou asked me for proofs v/hen the board kne%j they were not accessible 

' J-dHy ' 

me, ^ did obtain and send copies of some. Tiiese include the CIA's Office of Security 



p stating it liad me injj< ■tv/o unddHcloS'.;d files,' the misleading memo it substituted saying 
bhai; I was not the "subject" of any surveillance, whdeh leaves open surveillances of which 
fJas not the subject, like of mail and phone calls/ and of proef tliat “^unt used as his 
w loi'k office tiiab of hittauef aaad' d V/illdnson, wlmich IdLlled d deal 1 took to it rela- 
ig my first book, which was tlie first on the assassination. What if miything has the 
i^d done since getting these proofs it could liave gotten by a phone call? It has informed 
of notliing. 





